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...A Matter of Arab Oil 


Private warnings have now been in- 
formally but forcefully delivered to the 
U.S. that if Israel is re-supplied with 
F-4 phantom aircraft and other heavy 
equipment, King Faisal of Saudi Ara- 
bia will feel compelled to cut off all oil 
to the United States. 

Thus, President Nixon may soon face 
an ugly choice posed by the Arab- 
Israeli war of 1973. If he approves re- 
placement of the 40 to 60 jet aircraft 
believed lost by Israel, he risks a dan-' 
gerous setback in his home-front en- 
ergy battle to keep 'America warm this 
winter. .If -he disapproves, he risks 
greater Israeli casualties on the Sinai 
front (and with them a sharp rise in 
anti-Nixon pressure from the powerful 
AmeriCa'n-Jewish community). A 
That £ the threat of a Saudi .:. oil 
cutoff is real goes to what Mideast 
experts feel is the Soviet Union’s real 
hope from the current war: not so 
much a return to Egypt and Syria of 
territories lost in 1967 but radical na- 
tionalist revolutions in Saudi Arabia' 
and lesser oil-rich kingdoms. 

The aim will probably be advanced 
no matter how badly., the present war 
may finally’ end for Egypt and Syria. 
The result will be' an increase in ha- 
tred for Washington among both.Arab 
masses tod Arab' intellectuals; V ‘ , 

That threatens King Faisal, al- 
though a loyal, durable friend of the 
United States, he .would find himself - 
in a political hot-box after another , 
Arab defeat because of uncontrollable 
anti-U.S. hostility. ■’ 

The King’s protection against the •? 
possibility that his regime might he 
swept away like the Libyan monarchy 
by military revolution in 1969 is vital 
financial aid he gives Egypt. But if the 
dramatic improvement of ' Arab arms 


“Although a loyal, durable 
V.S. friend, King Faisal 
would find himself in a 
political hot-box after 
another Arab defeat 
because of unconti-ollable 
anti-U.S. hostility.” 


in the latest war impels the United 
States to massively resupply phantom 
jets, Faisal would have to react by cut- 
ting off oil. / 

“If the Arabs see the United States 
trying to ' save Israel,” one Mideast ex- 
pert told us, “Faisal Would have two 
choices: Lead a radical nationalist rev- 
olution himself and end oil shipments 
to the Uhited States or find a refugee 
haven somewhere far aWay.”''' “ 

That may overstate the case, but the 
point is essentially valid. With Arab 
.arms performing much better than in 
any previous stage of the 25-year war, 
a marked pro-Israel move by the 
United States- would immediately be 
. seized by the Arabs to explain what ex- 
perts here still area-sure will be an- 
other Arab defeat. If that happened, 
no Arab leader could afford the inti- 
macy with Washington the United 
States has long enjoyed with Faisal. 

Futhermore, the hard choice be- 
tween fighter planes for Israel or heat- 
ing oil for American homes is made 
even worse for President Nixon by the 
split between the United States and 
Western Europe. 

With Washingon supporting Israel 


and its European allies moving closer .2 
to the Arab states, the split has wid- - 
ened steadily since 1967. King Faisal’s 
prospective decision to deny Saudi oil : 
to the United States • — if it comes tp*. 
that — could widen it still further by ., 
discriminating against the . United*,,! 
States in favor of Western Europe."-^ 

. Such discrimination is in the off-’ 
ing. To enforce any embargo against^ 
the United States, the Saudis are said.f 
by international oil experts here to be’ 
considering a novel scheme to keep ' 

, Saudi oil flowing to Europe and Japan* 
(which need it far more) but block itc 
from reaching here. The basic idea-; iT 
make the American oil companies in , 
Saudi Arabia responsible for enforce*: 
ment. : - 

If the Saudi government found leak-' 

. age: to the United States, it would pun- _ 
ish the companies. : Considering the 
vast profits of U.S. oil companies in 
■ the country with 25 per cent of known 
. oil reserves, leakage would be mini- 
mized. 

Thus far, of course, the United 
States is playing down the question of 
sending new phantoms to Israel, irimW 
prizing the effects of the Soviet re-sup?'' 
ply of Syria and Egypt and counting" 
On Israel’s victory in the war. -That go-.- 
. slow policy is essential when the , im-l, 
portance of the war itself is measured . 
against the importance of all other” 
questions involving the - United States ? 
in- the Middle East. Nevertheless, it isl 
being attacked even now by pro-Israeli, 
congressmen (including Sen. Edward 
M. Kennedy- (D-Mass.), a dove in the . 
old Vietnam days). •" 

, For; Mr. Nixon to hold the political:'; 
line at home will be increasingly diffi-* 
cult. But to let it break could prove far v 
worse when the snow falls next winter:;" 
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